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Senator Johnson's district. So what I am proposing to you
today in the form of this amendment is not that you kill the
bill, but that you take some constructive action t o so l v e
this problem and put everybody on an equal basis or at least
on a s e q ua l a basi s as I can think of. So what t he
amendment says is, instead of extending them to 1992, extend
them to 1988. In 1988 they go out of existence. A t t h e
same time they go out of existence in a two-stage pr o cess .
They switch over their taxing power to the local NRD taxing
power s o t h at b y 19 88 you do not have the conservation
districts and if Senator Johnson's argument is that there
are some additional problems that need to be taken ca re o f
there, then they will be taken care of by giving the local
NRD the taxing power that the conservation districts had and
let them pick up the programs of the conservation districts.
Now that doesn't solve the problem of making the taxing
authority of NRDs equal every place in the state because
you' re going to give those NRDs more taxing power than the
other NR Ds . Bu t i t does a t le ast g et r i d of t he
conservation districts and it does have the advantage of
having one entity coordinating all programs in that area
instead of having seven or eight o r n i n e d i f f e r e n t e n t i t i e s
working against each other which was the problem that we
s ought t o so l v e b ac k i n 1972 when w e c re a t e d t he Natu r a l
Resource District system. So I ' m no t saying to you this is
a perfect solution, but I am saying to you that this works
towards a real solution rather than problem avoidance which
is exactly what this bill is right now because all the bill
does right now is extend the existence of those conservation
districts for the third time over the years t o 1992 . I
would ask for your support for the amendment.

PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: T hank you . Mr . Pr e si d en t a n d members, I
put m y l i ght on i mm e d i a t e l y when Senato r Joh n son g o t up
because I thought I was hearing the same s o ng , t h i r d v er se
that Senator Beutler talked about. I h ad n o i d ea t h at
Senator B e u t l e r had an amendment pending. I would agr e e
completely with everything Senator Beutler said. S enator
Beutler, Senator Vickers and I served on the Public Works
Committee in our first years in the Legislature and we went
t hrough t h i s i ssue o f t he p r ed e c essor t o Senato r J oh n s o n
with Senator Maurice Kremer and their district does have
t hese g r o undwate r conservation districts and they d o l i ke
what t h e y d o and so w e d i d e xtend t h e m once a n d twice and
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